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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim6, 7 and 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lewis et a| (Patent Number US 6,694,090). 

Regarding claim6 .Lewis teaches an apparatus for controlling levels for restricting 
a reproduction of a video by a video reproducing system so as to restrict viewing of a 
part or all of the video depending on a user's age, comprising: a memory which stores 
passwords corresponding to the levels (see figure2 element 40); and a controller which 
outputs a window to check an input password against the passwords in the memory 
prior to a reproduction mode, reads information including the levels corresponding to the 
input password to determine a viewing level from the memory, and controls the 
reproduction of the video according to the viewing level(see .figure2 element 40), 
wherein the viewing level determined is reset to a default viewing level in response to 
turning the video reproduction system off, and the default viewing level is one of a 
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lowest age level set by an authorized user and a default age level set by a manufacturer 
of the video reproducing system(see column? line 23-27). 

Regarding claim7. the apparatus of claim6, wherein the video reproduction 
system is a digital video disc (DVD) system, and the levels for restricting the 
reproduction of the video are parental levels in the DVD system (see figure2). 

Regarding claim29, Lewis anticipates an apparatus for controlling levels for 
restricting a reproduction of a video by a video reproducing system so as to restrict 
viewing of a part or all of the video, comprising: a memory which stores data including 
one or more passwords corresponding to the levels so as to control viewing of the video 
(see figure2 element 40); and a controller which determines a viewing level prior to 
reproduction of the video, controls the reproduction of the video according to the 
viewing level and resets the viewing level to a default viewing level in response to one 
of turning the video reproducing system off, the passage of a predetermined wait period 
and terminating the reproduction of the video(see column? line 23-27), wherein the 
controller verifies an input password against the one or more passwords stored in the 
memory and detemriines the viewing level as a level highest among all of the levels 
corresponding to the input password in response to the input password being consistent 
with the one or more passwords, and otherwise the controller automatically determines 
the viewing level as the default viewing level(see column? line 7-15). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/082, 1 73 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2621 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35. U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was. made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to v^ich said subject inatter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims and 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lewis et al (Patent Number US 6,694,090) as applied to claim6, 7 and 29 above and 
further in view of Oh et al (Patent Number US 6,430,360). 

Regarding claims, see the teaching of Lewis et al above. Lewis does not teach 
the apparatus of claim6, wherein the controller determines the viewing level as a 
lowest age level in response to the input password not matching the passwords. 
However Oh et al teaches the controller determines the viewing level as a lowest age 
level in response to. the input password not matching the passwords (see figure5 s500, 
s700 and s900). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to determine the viewing level as a lowest age level when password not 
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match as in Oh et al in to Lewis et al apparatus because it would not allow to have more 
chance to guess the right password. 

Regarding claim9, see the teaching of Lewis above. Lewis does not teach the 
apparatus of claim 6, wherein the controller determines the viewing level as an upper 
level in response to the input password matching more than one of the passwords 
corresponding to the levels, wherein the upper level is a highest age level among all 
age levels of the levels corresponding to the input password. However Oh et al teaches 
the controller determines the viewing level as an upper level in response to the input 
password matching more than one of the passwords corresponding to the levels, 
wherein the upper level is a highest age level among all age levels of the levels 
corresponding to the input password (see figures s820, s830 and s920). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to determine the viewing level as an upper level as described in Oh et al 
in to Lewis et al apparatus because it would allow parents (highest age) to have more 
control. 

Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, absent unexpected results 
to the contrary. 
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Claim1-5, 12-15 and 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oh et a! (Patent Number US 6,430,360) and Lewis et a! (Patent 
Number US 6,694.090). 

Regarding claim 1 , Oh et al teaches a method of controlling levels for restricting a 
reproduction of a video by a video reproducing system so as to restrict viewing of a part 
or all of the video depending on a user's age, the method comprising: setting passwords 
corresponding to the levels so as to control viewing of the video; checking an input 
password against the passwords prior to reproducing the video (see figure4 step s200 
and s300); determining a viewing level including searching the levels corresponding to 
the input password(see figure4 step s500); reproducing the video according to the 
viewing level(see figure4 step sBOO); and setting initial conditions for controlling the 
levels including: designating a default viewing level to be used as the viewing level 
in response to one of an elapse of a predetermined wait period, entry of an 
incorrect input password and non- entry of the input password(see figure4step 
s500, s700 and s900) but does not teach selecting the predetermined wait period used 
by the video reproduction system to convert the viewing level to the default viewing level 
in response to one of a termination of the reproduction of the video and turning the 
video reproduction system off. However Lewis et al teaches selecting the predetermined 
wait period used by the video reproduction system to convert the viewing level to the 
default viewing level in response to one of a termination of the reproduction of the video 
and turning the video reproduction system off (see column7 lines 23-28). 
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One of ordinary sl^ill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to reset the viewing level to default level as described in Lewis et al in to 
Oh et al method because it would make parental control much more effective. 

Regarding claim2, Oh et al teaches the method of daim1 , wherein the video 
reproduction system is a digital video disc (DVD) system, and the levels for restricting 
the reproduction of the video are parental levels in the DVD system (see figures). 

Regarding claims. Oh et al teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
determining of the viewing level further comprises determining the viewing level as a 
lowest age level in response to the input password not matching the passwords 
corresponding to the levels (see column4 line 5-14). 

Regarding claim4, Oh et al teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
determining of the viewing level further comprises determining the viewing level as an 
upper level in response to the input password matching more than one of the 
passwords corresponding to the levels, wherein the upper level is a highest age level 
among all age levels of the levels corresponding to the input password (see figures 
steps s820, s830 and s910). 

Regarding claimS, Lewis et al teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
viewing level determined is reset to a default viewing level in response to turning the 
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video reproduction system off, wherein the default viewing level is one of a lowest age 
level set by an authorized user and a default age level set by a manufacturer of the 
video reproducing systemSsee column? lines 23-27). 

Regarding claim 1 2, oh et al teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the setting of 
the passwords comprises, one or a combination of, designating each of the passwords 
to a corresponding one of the levels and designating one of the passwords to a plurality 
of the levels (see figures s820, s830 and s920). 

Regarding claim 13, the method of daimi, wherein the reproducing of the video 
comprises: reading reproduction data from the video having a level which is the same or 
lower than the viewing level determined (see column2 line 49-52); and reproducing the 
reproduction data having the same or lower level than the viewing level (see column2 
line 52-56). 

Regarding claim 14, Oh et al teaches the method of daimi , wherein the 
determining of the viewing level further comprises determining the viewing level as a 
default viewing level in response to one of non-entry of the input password, elapse of a 
predetermined wait period and non-matching of the input password to the one or more 
passwords corresponding to the levels (see figure4 steps s500, s700 and s900). 
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Regarding claim15, Lewis teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the viewing 
level determined is reset to a default viewing level in response to one of turning the 
video reproducing system off and terminating the reproduction of the video (see 
column? line23-27). 

Regarding claim37, oh et al teaches a computer readable medium 
encoded with processing instructions for implementing a method of controlling levels for 
restricting a reproduction of a video so as to restrict viewing of a part or all of the video 
in a video reproduction system performed by a computer, the method comprising 
receiving one or more passwords corresponding to the levels so as to control viewing of 
the video(see figure4 steps s200,s300 and s400); determining a viewing level prior to 
reproducing the video including verifying an input password against the one or more 
passwords set in the video reproducing system, wherein the viewing level is a level 
highest among all of the levels corresponding to the input password in response to the 
input password being consistent with the one or more passwords(see figures s500), 
and othen/vise automatically determining the viewing as a default viewing level(see 
figures sSOO and s900) but does not teach reproducing the video according to the 
viewing level, wherein the viewing level corresponding to the input password is reset to 
the default viewing level in response to one of turning the video reproducing system off, 
the passage of a predetermined wait period and terminating the reproduction of the 
video. However Lewis teaches teach reproducing the video according to the viewing 
level, wherein the viewing level corresponding to the input password is reset to the 
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default viewing level in response to one of turning the video reproducing system off, the 
passage of a predetermined wait period and terminating the reproduction of the video 
(see column? line 23-27). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to reset the viewing level to default level as described in Lewis et al in to 
Oh et al method because it would make parental control much more effective. 

Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, absent unexpected results 
to the contrary. 

Any inquiry concerning this communicatiori or eartler communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Girumsew Wendmagegn whose telephone number is 
571-270-1 118. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, M-F, air Friday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Thai can be reached on (571)272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system. caJI 800-786-9^ (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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